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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed 

with reviewer, correct the 

manuscript and highlight that 

part in the manuscript. It is 

mandatory that authors should 

write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory 

REVISION comments 

 

You selected morphological units because they “were found significant.” By 

Huisman? I tried to find that article online and could not. A small, not big problem.   

Using unsupervised classification with no quantifiable results of how accurate the 

classification is. The videos helped but did not say how accurate the map was.  

On Figure 2: no need for latitude and longitude on all sides, only necessary on two 

sides. The north arrow needs to be smaller and less blurry. There is no legend for 

figure 2.  You did a good job of this in Figure 3 so I would delete Figure 2.  

Delete redundancy throughout your paper. Example, in the results section you say, 

“Landsat images…were used to investigate vegetation influences…” We know 

because you told us that in the introduction we just read the methods so it is 

repetitive and you can delete it. Delete it in the conclusion as well. No need to say 4 

times the same thing.  

With no real quantitative results, I am guessing that the message is higher NDVI = 

more bank stability? Put your results in a table so it says migrated bank = xx NDVI, 

and so on.  How do you measure bank migration? It is in the Huisman paper which 

I could not find when I searched the internet? I tried to search in Indonesian 

language but I could not find. Can you send us the paper?  

 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

The English needs to be sharpened. I understand the issues with the language 

barrier so that is acceptable.  
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comments 
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